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Law studentsfrom each class voted last
weekto elect theirsixStudent BarAssociation
representatives.
SBA class director elections were held
from9a.m. to 4p.m.Wednesday andThursday
outside the law library. Approximately 48
percent oflaw students, 342of771, votedlast
week. Thisfigure reflects the large first-year
turnout —nearly 70percent offirst-years voted,
as opposed to 43 percent ofsecond-years and
only 21 percent ofthird-year students.
lLrace
First-year students elected Mercedes
Lindao(70 votes), GilMichel-Garcia(7o votes),
TomTrbovich(68votes), VeronicaRodriguez
(68votes),George Hamboussi (63 votes), and
CatherineNugent (62votes) torepresent their
class in the SBA.
First-year turnout was highas nearly 70
percent cast theirelection ballots.
The following are excerpts from state-
ments whichthe candidatessubmittedto The
Opinion prior to the election:
Mercedes Lindao said she will "dedi-
cate [her] time tobecoming] informedand to
ng] theissues thatareimportantto
all [first-years]."
Gil Michel-Garcia described himselfas
not being afraid of speaking his mind. He
bluntly statedthatstudentsshouldvoteforhim
"because Gil hasno ideawhat being a student
representativeis all about."Headded, howev-
er, that"noneof theothercandidateshave any
idea either."
Newly-elected Class Director Tom
Trbovich said he will be "easily accessible,
approachableand actively seeking input."He




organizations as well as strengthen connec-
tionswith alumni.
George Hamboussi said he intends on
addressing problems suchasparkingand stu-
dent safety as well as advertising thevarious
student-alumniprograms which are currently
being offered.
Catherine Nugent expressedher desireto
workonissues suchasparking, thenewcurric-
ulum and theAlumni user fee.
Write-incandidatescarried theday in the







John Leifert (76 votes) and Sandy Fazili (70




After theelection, JohnLeifert expressed
concern over student apathy concerning the
SBA's work and promised to try to "bring
students back into the process." He also said
he wants to improve the low regard UBLaw
School receives compared tootherlawschools.
SandyFazili saidheplans to workactive-
ly onchanging thegradingsystem; increasing
communicationbetweenstudentsand faculty
and trying to "redeem [the SBA's] integrity
after last year's fiasco."
EmiliaChernyavsky stated thather big-
gest goal is to get thestudentsto"worktogeth-





role as one of "a liaisonbetween the student
bodyand theadministration[which] presents
issues of concern to the administration and
helps to work out a compromise."
Dan Werner said hewants to give more
priority to student organizations,whichwould
encompass funding student groups more and
using fewer funds for SBA parties and other
activities that"don'tdirectly relate to the law
school."
Reda Austin could not be reached for
comment.
3Lrace
Fifty-four third-year students, only 21
percentofall third-years, came outtovote for
their class directors— only twoofwhom were
listed on the ballot.
The new class directors for the classof
1995are Nancy Stroud(32votes), RobKitson
(30votes),Kevin Joyce(lsvotes),BobCallahan
(14 votes), JoeKresse (14 votes), and Brian
Carlin (14 votes). Stroud and Kitson were
official candidates; the otherswere write-ins.
In a post-election statement, Nancy
Stroudexpressedher intention to"re-establish
thegroupcohesion thatwas missing fromlast
year['s SBA]"and tofocus on groupconcerns
rather thanindividual ones.
RobKitson saidhewantstotryto"return
the SBA to its limitedfunction of allocating
fees and working on SBA concerns" and to
fight theproposed Alumniuser fee.
Bob Callahan stated that his main goal
was to ensure "that this year's SBA does as
much or more than last year's."
The otherthreethird-year class directors
couldnot be reachedfor comment.
A look at some ofyour new SBA representatives
















Special SBAElection Results Issue
1994-95SBA Class DirectorElection Results I
lLWinners 2LWinners 3LWinners I
MercedesLindao (70) JohnL. Leifert (76) Nancy Stroud(32) I
GilMichel-Garcia(70) SandyFazili (70) Rob Kitson (30)
VeronicaRodriguez (68) *Kathy Campbell (22) *Kevin Joyce(15)
TomTrbovich(6B) *EmiliaChernyavsky(22) *BobCallahan(14)
GeorgeJ.Hamboussi(63) * Dan Werner(14) "* Brian Carlan(14) ICatherine Nugent (62) *RedaAustin (10) *JoeKresse(l4)
* signifiesa write-in candidate B
() signifies number ofvotes received I
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i all Ist. 2nd or 3rd years:
I Pieper NY-Multistate Bar Review is looking
I for a few good persons to be representatives at your
I law school. If you're at all interested, give us a call.
I CALL 1-800-635-6569
I Work on earning a free Bar Review course.




Law students'freedom ofthepress is at stake
You, the law students, deserve to have an unfettered press, free from governmental
restraints, tocover StudentBar Association activities. Currently, theSBA hasThe Opinion
underlock andkey.
TheSBA'scurrentbudgeting system makesTheOpinion totally dependenton theSBA
forfunding. F.ach year, theSBA loans approximately $8.000toThe Opinion. TheQpinionis
then required to surrender all advertising revenue it generates to the SBA, an amount
sometimes in excess of the initial loan.
Additionally, TheOpinion must getSBAapproval for allexpenditures.
By controlling thepurse, theSBA hastheability tosanctionTheOpinionwhen opinions
are expressed which run contrary to its interests, and unfortunately this power has been
exercised on multiple occasions during the lawschool's history.
As recent as last year, the SBA president attempted to influence our coverage and
editorialpolicy. Last year's president waspresent at several production nightsto ensure that
he was treated "fairly."
Two yearsago, according toformerEditorialBoard members,after generatingmore than
$5,000ofadvertising revenue, TheOpinionEditorialBoardhad tobeg theSBAfor moneyto
publish its final issuebecause its loan money ran out. What if they said no?
Countless timesduring the 1980s,the SBA hasuseditspower tosanctionTheOpinion.
(Please read theexcerpts ofpast editorials andstoriesreprinted in this issue.)
The list goes on and will continue to goonunless something is doneto protect theFirst
Amendment interests of law students.
SBAPresidentBenDwyer hasassuredTheOpinion that hisadministrationwouldnever
sanctionThe Opinionfor viewsexpressed in thenewspaper. We don'tdisbelievehim,butwe
oweitto thefutureofournewspaper to ensure thatless enlightenedSBArepresentatives don't
abuse theirpower.
A system must be put in place whereby The Opinion is (1) free from governmental
restraintand sanctions, (2) guaranteed SBA subsidies and allowedto utilize its advertising
revenue, and(3) allowed access to its funds withoutSBAapproval andred tape.
ThepolicyrequiringTheOpinionto surrenderitsadvertising revenue to theSßAisunfair
andmustbe changed. No otherstudent groupis expected topay back themoney it'sfunded.
Moreover, since The Opinion has no incentive to generate advertising revenue, we have
becomeunnecessarilyand dangerously dependentonSBAfunding.
In our lasteditorial,TheOpinionwashighly criticalof theSBAnewsletter. Thateditorial
hascausedsomeSBA members to become rather unhappywithTheOpinion. We hope that
thesefeelings donot translate intoopposition toourrequest. If thisdoeshappenthenitwould
confirmourworst fearsand demonstratethat, already,The Opinionhasbeen sanctionedfor
speaking out against what we see as government excess.
The Opinionrepresents theonlycheck on your studentgovernment. Weare thewatchdog
of theSBA. We mustbe free to cover theSBA withoutfearofretaliationthrough theSBA's
budgetary power. Further, you the studentsmust demandthisofyour government. Without
true freedom of thepress you can neverbe certainofhow your interests arebeing served by
yourrepresentatives.
The American Civil Liberties Union guidelines on "Academic Freedom and Civil
Liberties of Students in Colleges and Universities" states: "All student publications -
college newspapers, literary and humor magazines, academic periodicals and yearbooks —
shouldenjoy full freedomofthepress, andnotbe restrictedby eithertheadministration or the
student government.This shouldbe thepractice eventhoughmostcollegepublications, except
for therelatively few universitydailies whichare autonomous financially, are dependent on
theuse ofcampus facilities, andare subsidizedeitherdirectly or indirectlyby a tax onstudent
funds."
Thesystem usedto fundTheOpinionmust change. Wewillbe makingproposals to the
SBA during thenext several days and weeks to effectuate this change.
We hope thatourpropositions willbemet by a governmentsensitiveto theissues wehave
raised and willing toworkwith us topromote thegoalsofa freepress. In themeantime, speak
to yournewly-elected class directors andfight for the freedom ofyour press.
You must demand nothing less than a free, unfetteredpress!
SBA's history ofabuse
ExcerptsfrompastOpinion editorialsandarticlesrecountpast
attempts bythc SBA tosanctionTheOpinion forexpressing its views
Guard yourrights: Know your governmentand helpcontrol it
Editorial: Oct. 12, 1983(Vol 24:3)...Without thebenefitofconstructivecriticism fromLaw School community members, ourelected
SBArepresentatives are allowed to exercise their powerunchecked. Certainly there are bylaws and
procedures whichare carefully followed, andcertainly SBAmakeseveryefforttobe accountableto the
studentbodybyposting SBAmeetingminutes andpublishing news inThe Opinion. Nonetheless, the
wheelsofthe SBAmachine turn daily and, for themostpart, withoutthe benefitolinputfrom theseven
hundred or so law school students thatSBA is there to serve.
Withoutdiligentsupervision by us, ourelected representatives and appointeesvirtuallycontrolour
non-academicexistencewithinthe law school. We, theconstituents, owethesegovernorsour opinions,
so as to insure thedevelopmentofthebestol allpossiblestudent governments. Andweoweittoourselves
toguard our rights and lo keep our SBAaccountable to us.
Inappropriate Remedies
Editorial: Dec. 1, 1983(Vol 24:6)
OnNovember 10,1983,SBApassed amotion whichreduced theprinting budget ofTheOpinion
by $2,400. This motionwaspassed in the"usual" SBAfashion-notifying theEditor-in-Chiefless than
two hours before themeetingbegan, andcompletely failing to notify both theBusiness Manager, who
oversees the financesofTheOpinion.and the Managing Editor.
The Opinion hasbeen subjected to therelentless accusations of impropriety by thecurrent SBA
administration. "Guilty until proven innocent"appears tobe thenew catch-all phrase for the SBA's
political leaders, at least where thisnewspaper isconcerned.
The current issue dealswith theexistenceofa "hidden"checking account whichThe Opinionhas
handled independently ofthe SBAbudget lines. This checking account was createdseveral yearsago
as an alternativeto thepredictablyslowand inefficient vouchersystemfiled through theSBATreasurer
and Sub-Board 1. The accountallowsThe Opiniontomeet immediateprintingexpenses, purchase office
supplies, and retain an active creditaccount with aphotography service.
Apparently, certain membersoftheSBAfeel thatthisaccount is an evil thing-it ismoney thatis
not underthe directcontrolof the SBA, thereby creating an atmosphere of independence in theday to
dayactivitiesofThe Opinion(a dismalprospect for anewspaper whichopens its forum to thestudents,
by thestudents, for thestudents.)
...Perhaps this ismerelyan opportunityfor theSBA to flex itspolitical muscle. Perhaps thememory
ofDippikill has been resurrected, and certain membersof this administration thirst for vengeance. In
aneditorialwhichran several weeks ago. fTheOpinion.24:3) theeditorial staffofthis newspaperwarned
you, thestudents, to be aware ofany signs ofSBAauthoritybeing unduly exercised. Do not ignoresuch
warnings!
The Opinion is a lawstudent newspaper, fundedby lawstudentsactivity fees. Ourpurpose is to
represent your interests, provide you with areliable and qualityservice, and supply a channel for the
expressionof independent ideas- ideas independentofthenorm(or so weare told), independentofthe
Administration, and independentoftheSBA.
BurgerKing: "Have it your way"; SBA "Do it our way!"
Editorial:April 24,1985(Volume 26:1)
New Item: SBAapproves Motion 13-15:"To cutThe Opinion's budget $ 1000because of their
personal attacks onindividuals, lackofaccountability, libel, largebudget, abuse ofdiscretion and lack
ofrepresentation of thestudentbody"
When theFramers ofthe Constitutionadopted theFirst Amendment, they recognized the vitalrole
a freepressfulfills in a democraticsociety. Theybelieved thata newspaper musthavebroad freedom
to criticize government actions so thatpeople would hear opposing viewpoints on matters of public
importance... Apparently theSBAisnot impressedwith these loftyprinciples. By suspending afiscal
sword ofDamocles over the neweditorialboard'scollective head, they are in effecttelling uswhatwe
may and may not print.
They call it "making the paper more accountable" and"making thepaper more consistent with
theviews ofthe studentpopulation." We call it censorship. The message is loud andclear: "Either
you print what's acceptable to us orwe'lltake away yourfunding."
The SBAedictsets a dangerous precedentby producing achilling effect on the constitutionally
protectedright ofFreedom ofthePress. .. Presumably, SBA's purpose inpassing Motion 13-15was
toprovide The Opinion witha monetary incentiveto refrainfrom calling things theway wesee them.
Maybe ifwe'regood littleboys we'llgetourallowance back. We can'thelpbutresent SBA's useof its
power ofthe purse to bring the paper to its knees in this fashion.
SBAAttempts to hamper operationoffreepress
NewsArticle: Dec. 7,1988 (Vol. 29:8)
At a Student Bar Association (SBA) meeting held onTues. Nov. 15, 1988,theSBA discussed,
andat onepoint considered, amotion thatwould hamper the free and independentpress by forcingThe
Opinion, theSUNY atBuffaloLawSchool Newspaper, topublishcertain material. Although thematter
was tabled pending further"investigation"some SBA members made clear their desiretohinderThe
Opinion's production, layout, andprinting by cutting back on SBA's allocated fundstoThe Opinion.
...MartinColeman, second-yearSBADirector, insupport ofthemotion[to forceThe Opinion to
publish certain materials orfacepunitive sanctions ],stated: "I'm not satisfiedwith whatThe Opinion
has done. It is something that I'mreally pissed off at. Let's justcut their money.Let's make sure their
money gets cut. It's that simple. I say let's exert pressure. Let's send a message."
TheOninion isanon-profit,independent.student-ownedandnin publicationfundedby theSßAfromstudentlawfees. TheOpinion.
SUNYAtBuffaloAmherstCampus,724JohnLordO'BrianHall,Buffalo,NewYorkl426o(716)645-2147.
TheOpinionis publishedevery twowecksduring theFall andSpringseme.slers.ltis thesludentnew.spaperoftheStaleUniversityof
New Yorkat BuffaloSchoolofLaw.
Submis.siondeadline.sforletters totheeditorandPerspectivcsare5p.m. ontheFridayprecedingpublicalion. Advertisingdeadlinesare
6p.m.on theFriday precedingpublication.
Submissionsmaveitherhe.senttoThcOpinionatlheabovenotedaddress, droppedoffunderTheOninionoffice doorfroom7240'Brian
Hall),orplaced inßox#loor#2Bo onthe thirdfloorofO'Brian Hall.Allcopymastbetyped.doubled-spaced,andsubmittedon paperandon
"Congress shallmake no law ....abridging thefreedomofspeech, orofthepress;..."
acomputerdisk(IBM-WordPerfect).Letters arebestwhen writtenasapartofadialogueandmustbe mimore thanrwopagesdouble-spact
Perspectivesaregenerallyopinion <
spaced. TheOpinionreadsandappreciates every letterandPerspectivewereceive; wereserve theright loeditanyandallsuhmissionsforspa:
asnecessaryandalsoforlibelouscontent. The Opinionwillnot publishunsignedsubmissions.We will returnyourdiskstoyourcampusmailK
ortoaprivate mailboxifaself-addressedstampedenvelopeis provided.
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Dear 1995 Law School Graduate:
Recognizing the financial hardships that graduating law students face, BAR/BRI Bar Review
is offering need-based scholarships to help selected students defray the cost of bar exam
preparation.
BAR/BRI Bar Review will award up to $150,000 in scholarships of varying amounts up to
$250 each, to be applied toward current BAR/BRI tuition, including any early enrollment
discounts.
Interested applicants must submit a letter indicating their law school and describing their
financial condition as well as any reasons why a scholarship is deserved (amount of loans,
commitment to law, etc). The applicant must not have a commitment for full-time
employment with a salary of more than $30,000 following graduation from school. The
applicant further agrees to renounce the scholarship should he/she receive a commitment for
full-time employment by May 15, 1995. Your letter should be no more than one single-
spaced typed page and should be returned to the BAR/BRI New York office - Attention:
Scholarship Committee, by October 31, 1994. Students will be notified of their scholarship
award by the end of November.
These scholarships are not assignable and will only be honored for the bar review course in
New York, New Jersey, Connecticut, Massachusetts, Maine, New Hampshire, Rhode Island
and Vermont. Please specify in your letter which state's BAR/BRI bar review course you
are planning to take.
